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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-2 and 21-22 are amended on 10/04/2004 and claims 51-52 are not 
addressed in the last Office Action. Claims 51-52 are inadvertently left out the in the 
Office Action dated on 06/30/2004. These claims are addresses in this Office Action. 

Claims 1-52 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 10/04/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues "Swanson does not teach or suggest determining if data 
stored in the ancillary system is conducive to being processed into a value of a data 
item." 

The examiner disagrees with the above argument. Swanson discloses "client 
stubs 60 are responsible for locating a server to handle the request, packaging input 
arguments and passing them over the network 10 to the server with the validating ticket, 
waiting for the server to reply and unpacking the return value and output arguments 
returned by the server" (col. 7, lines 2-14). In order for the system to return the value 
back to the client, the data stored in the system must be determined to be process into 
a value. Then after that, the server returns the value for the client request. In order to 
further distinguish over the cited reference the examiner suggests the applicant to 
discloses the recited determine process in the more details. 
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The applicant also argues "Swanson does not teach or suggest that data for the 
value of a data item is stored in an ancillary system and a data processing system as 
recited in independent claims 1 and 21 . Once again assuming that the server and the 
subsystems are the data processing system and the ancillary system of the claimed 
invention, Swanson simply teaches that a request for service from a server is made and 
the appropriate server provides the information for the request, (see column 5, lines 61- 
62 and column 6, lines 21 -31 .) The examiner appears to assert that the request and the 
information correspond to the data stored in two different systems, the ancillary system 
and the data system, as recited in claims 1 and 21. The request, however, is not data 
for a value of a data item as recited in amended claim 1 and 21 but a request for 
information for the value. Additionally, the applicants do not find any other teaching of 
suggestion in Swanson of data for a value for in two different systems. Accordingly, 
Swanson does not teach or suggest that data for the value of a data item is stored in an 
ancillary system and the data processing system as recited in amended claims 1 and 
42." 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the above arguments. First of all, 
Swanson discloses "fig. 3 is only an example and that many other types of requests are 
made within the healthcare transaction network 10. For example, request 64 for 
member enrollment information may be made by program 54 in the benefit subsystem 
30. The benefit subsystem 30 holds information regarding benefit plans. The benefit 
plans define what services are covered and at what level each service is covered. 
Following this example and referring to fig. 3, the benefit subsystem 30 is the client and 
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the enrollment subsystem 26 is the server. Broadly, enrollment subsystem 26 
processes benefit subsystem's 30 client's request for member enrollment information 
and returns the information to benefit subsystem 30 appended to the server stubs 62" 
(col. 6, lines 19-31). In the multi-subsystem configuration as to Swanson the sub- 
system depends on the other system to service the user request. As illustrated in the 
example above, the member enrollment is the ancillary system and the benefit system 
is the data processing system to service the client request wherein both system stored 
information about the user plan enrollment and the benefits are described as user 
enrolled. 

Secondly, the request, however, is not data for a value of a data item as recited 
in amended claims 1 and 21 a request for information for the value is not different 
because data and information is the same unless the data in the recited claim has 
different meaning. In that case, the examiner suggests the applicant(s) explicitly define 
in order to distinguish over the cited reference. 

Finally, as the illustrated in Swanson col. 6, lines 19-13. The enrollment sub- 
system stores information about the user and the healthcare plan and the benefit sub- 
system stores the layout of the benefits, which associated with the healthcare plan that 
the user chooses. In order to service the client request, the enrollment system is called 
and the benefit system is called for the benefit. Both sub-system store information 
about user and their benefits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Swansonetal. (US. Patent No. 6,112,183). 

With respect to claims 1 and 21 Swanson teaches a data processing system 
implemented method for managing data of an enterprise network that includes a 
plurality of ancillary system and an enterprise data processing system, comprising: 

receiving a request for a value of a data item (the client request) (col. 5, lines 5- 

10); 

identifying an ancillary system of the plurality of ancillary system associated with 
the requested data item (the client stub 60 locates the appropriate server to handle the 
request) (col. 6, lines 38-46), wherein data for the value is stored in the ancillary system 
(request for col. 6, lines 20-25) and the data processing system (the server ready to 
process requests the client request) (col. 5, lines 61-62) ; 

processing the data into the value for the data item and returning the requested 
value for the data item (the client stub 60 unpacks the output argument and returns 
them to the client application) (col. 6, lines 63-65). 

Swanson does not explicitly teach determining whether the data stored in the 
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ancillary system is conducive to being processed into the value; retrieving the 
data from one of the ancillary systems and the data processing system based on 
whether data stored in the ancillary system is conducive to being processed into the 
value. However, Swanson teaches, "the request 64 for member enrollment information 
bay be made by program 54 in the benefit subsystem 30. The benefit subsystem 30 
holds information regarding the benefit plans" (col. 6, lines 21-25). In addition, Swanson 
teaches, "server stubs 62 are responsible for listening for client requests, unpacking the 
input arguments, validating server access, calling server function, packaging the return 
value and output arguments returned by the server code, recording audit information, 
gathering performance data and passing return value and output arguments back to 
client stub 60 over network 10" (col. 7, lines 8-14). This teaches the server returned a 
value corresponding to the input parameters. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to process the request 
and return to a value as taught in Swanson to allow the processing the data in the 
stored data in the system. 

As to claims 2, 22, and 42, Swanson further discloses identifying all data updated 
in the ancillary system since a last block transfer of data to the data processing system; 
requesting a block transfer of updated data from the ancillary system; and copying the 
block of updated data to the data processing system (col. 5, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 3, 23, and 43, Swanson further discloses wherein processing the 
retrieved data into the value for the data item is performed subsequent to copying and 
prior to receiving the request (col. 7, lines 8-14). 
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As to claims 4, 24, and 44, Swanson further discloses wherein processing the 
retrieved data into the value further comprises aggregating the data into a value for the 
data item (col. 6, lines 5-10). 

As to claims 5, 25, and 45, Swanson further discloses wherein the data stored in 
the ancillary system is more current than the data stored in the data processing system 
col. 8, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 6, 26, and 46, Swanson further discloses rules for identifying an 
ancillary system that is associated with a data item (col. 5, lines 44-46); and rules for 
determining whether data stored in the ancillary system is conducive to being processed 
into the value (col. 5, lines 44-46). 

As to claims 7, 27, and 47, Swanson further discloses attempting to contact the 
ancillary system (col. 5, lines 1-5); querying the ancillary system for the data (col. 5, 
lines 60-65); and receiving the data from the ancillary system (value) (col. 7, lines 5-14). 

As to claims 8 and 28, Swanson further discloses attempting to contact the 
ancillary system based on the data stored in the ancillary system being conducive to 
being processed into the value (col. 5, lines 5-10); and receiving the data from the 
ancillary system based on the ancillary system being unresponsive, (col. 5, lines 5-10). 

As to claims 9,11, 29, and 31 recite similar limitations as discussed in claims 1 
and 21 ; therefore, claims 9 and 29 are also rejected for the same reasons as given in 
claims 1 and 21. 

As to claims 10 and 30, Swanson further discloses catching a message, wherein 
the message was generated by an ancillary system using a set of content rules and the 
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message conforms to a message standard; opening the message; identifying the 
ancillary system based on the message, (col. 58, lines 38-42); accessing content 
conversion rules based on the identity of the ancillary system, (col. 48, lines 19-24); 
converting content from the message to enterprise information using the content 
conversion rules, (col. 48, lines 19-24); and storing the enterprise information in the data 
processing system, (col. 58, lines 27-28). 

As to claims 12, 32, and 50, Swanson further discloses wherein the data item is a 
line item in a document (col. 7, lines 40-50). 

As to claims 13 and 33, Swanson further discloses wherein the data item relates 
to financial information, and the financial information is in a document (col. 8, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 14 and 34, Swanson further discloses calling a security model for 
requestor security information (col. 6, lines 54-55); receiving the requestor security 
information from the security model (col. 6, lines 54-55); and accessing a security key 
related to the requested data item based on the requestor security information (col. 6, 
lines 54-55). 

As to claims 15 and 35, Swanson further discloses determining whether the data 
item relates to employee information or financial information; accessing management 
organizational information; and determining whether to return the requested data item 
value based on the requestor having access to the employee information (col. 8, lines 1- 
5). 

As to claims 16 and 36, Swanson further discloses prior to calling a security 
model for requestor security information, determining whether the data item relates to 
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employee information or financial information (col. 7, lines 31-37); and determining 
whether to return the requested data item value based on the security key (col. 7, lines 
31-37). 

As to claims 17 and 37, Swanson further discloses monitoring a clock for a 
predetermined time interval (col. 8, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 18 and 38, Swanson further discloses receiving a second request 
for the value of a second data item (col. 6, lines 50-55); identifying an auxiliary datastore 
associated with the second data item (col. 6, lines 50-55); and retrieving the value for 
the data item from the auxiliary datastore (col. 7, lines 5-15). 

As to claims 19 and 39, Swanson further discloses identifying an ancillary system 
related to the auxiliary datastore (col. 5, lines 1-5); identifying all data updated in the 
ancillary system since a last block transfer of data to the auxiliary datastore (col. 5, lines 
1-10); requesting a block transfer of updated data from the ancillary system (col. 5, lines 
1-10); and copying the block: of updated data to the auxiliary datastore (col. 5, lines 1- 
10). 

As to claims 20 and 40, recite similar limitations as discussed in claims 2, 22, and 
42; therefore, claims 20 and 40 are also rejected for the same reasons as given in 
claims 2, 22, and 42. 

With respect to claim 41 recites similar limitations as discussed in claims 1 and 2, 
Swanson also teaches ancillary system access rules (col. 7, lines 32-37). 

As to claim 48, Swanson further discloses wherein the enterprise is a healthcare 
provider (col. 7, lines 39-53). 
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As to claim 49, Swanson further discloses an automated interface for catching 
message and redirecting the messages to the ancillary system data transfer mechanism 
(col. 5, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 51 and 52, Swanson teaches the method recited in claim 10, wherin 
the caught message was generated spontaneously by the message-generating ancillary 
system (col. 58, lines 38-42). 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Baoquoc N. To whose telephone number is at 571-272- 
4041 or via e-mail BaoquocN.To@uspto.gov. The examiner can normally be reached 
on Monday-Friday: 8:00 AM -4:30 PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached at 571-272-4107. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follow: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Baoquoc N. To 

Feb 2rd, 2005 A L — 




